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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-46 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 2/28/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Therefore, rejection of claims 1-46 is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (1) "cited reference Endo, 6,615,303 do not disclose, teach, or suggest 
all of the features of the claimed subject matter. In particular, the reference fail to disclose, teach 
or suggest the Applicant's claimed limitations, "an appliance operating system dedicated to 
control the information handling device to operate a subset of the one or more appliances of the 
information handling system and a general operating system to perform general information 
handling tasks". The examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. Endo 
teaches the claimed limitations, "an appliance operating system (e.g., figure 1, figure 1, col. 20, 
lines 31-36, col., 11, lines 57 - 67, col., 12, lines 1 - 28) dedicated (e.g., col., 12, lines 1 - 28, 
figure 1) to control the information handling device (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67, col., 12, lines 1 - 
28, figure 1) to operate a subset of the one or more appliances (e.g., col., 9, lines 46 - 67, col, 
12, lines 1 - 28, figure 1), of the information handling system (e.g., figure 1), and a general 
operating system to perform general information handling tasks (e.g., figure 1, figure 1, col., 9, 
lines 46 - 67, col., 11, lines 57 - 67, col., 12, lines 1 - 28)", as claimed. Endo teaches that the 
switch 190 is dedicated to real time OS 1 17 and switch 191 is dedicated to "office work" OS 
(e.g., figure 1, col., 9, lines 46 - 67, col, 1 1, lines 57 - 67, col., 12, lines 1 - 28). "real time OS 
1 17" operating system is dedicated to handle Switch 190 (e.g., figure 1, col., 9, lines 46 - 67, 
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col., 11, lines 57 - 67, col., 12, lines 1 - 28). "office work" OS is dedicated to handle Switch 
191 (e.g., figure 1, col, 9, lines 46 - 67, col., 1 1, lines 57 - 67, col., 12, lines 1 - 28). Endo also 
discloses more than one dedicated operating systems (e.g., figure 1, col., 9, lines 46 - 67, col., 
11, lines 57 - 67, col, 12, lines 1 - 28) to control the information handling device (e.g., figure 1), 
as claimed. Real time OS 1 17 operating system, "office work" OS are dedicated operating 
systems, which is similar to applicant's specification that contains operating systems that share 
computer resources (e.g., figure 1 of the specification) . The claim is open-ended (comprising). 
Also, page 16, lines 1-6, of the specification clearly states, "the present invention is not intended 
to be limited to the specific form set forth herein, but on the contrary it is intended to cover such 
alternatives, modifications, and equivalents, as can be reasonably included within the spirit and 
scope of the invention. The preceding detailed description is, therefore, not to be taken in a 
limiting sense, and the scope of the present invention is defined only by the appended claims". 
Since, applicant's claims contain broadly claimed subject matter, it clearly reads upon the 
examiner's interpretation of these actions. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 

Applicant argues, (2) limitations, "storing and obtaining operating system into/from 
storage devices including non- volatile memory, read-only memory, mass storage device", "two 
different operating systems in different types of storage components", is not well known in the 
art, and there is no motivation to combine these limitations with the teachings of Endo. The 
examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's arguments. For example, Pineau, 
5,428,787, discloses storing and obtaining operating system (e.g., swapping of operating 
systems, col., 3, line 57 - col., 4, line 24) into/from storage devices (e.g., figure 1) including non- 
volatile memory (e.g., RAM, figure 1, col., 3, lines 6 - 28) read-only memory (e.g., ROM, figure 
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1, col, 3, lines 6 - 28), mass storage device (e.g., media disk, figure 1, col, 3, lines 29 - 34)", 
"two different operating systems (e.g., optimized look ahead operating system and tag queuing 
operating system, col., 3, lines 29 - 48) in different types of storage components (e.g., RAM, 
ROM, media disk, figure 1, col, 3, lines 6 - 34)". Endo clearly discloses handling multiple 
different operating systems (e.g., figure 1) and usage of memory (e.g., figure 2) for the different 
operating systems (e.g., figure 1). Pineau's teachings, i.e., the well-known concept of storing 
and obtaining operating system into/from storage devices including non- volatile memory, read- 
only memory, mass storage device and having two different operating systems in different types 
of storage components, would help store the operating systems as necessary. The storage 
components / memory would help retain the operating systems. Therefore, the rejection is 
maintained. 

Applicant argues, (3) "cited reference Endo, 6,615,303 do not disclose, teach, or suggest 
claimed subject matter, In particular, the reference fail to disclose, teach or suggest the 
applicant's claimed limitation, "wireless interface". The examiner respectfully disagrees in 
response to applicants arguments. Endo teaches the limitation, "wireless interface (e.g., use of 
sensor of figure 1 , interface of figure 1 , and use of vehicle mounted navigation system, figure 1 , 
col., 19, lines 7 - 30, col., 1, lines 31 - col., 2, line 44)". The claim is open-ended (comprising). 
Also, page 16, lines 1-6, of the specification clearly states, "the present invention is not intended 
to be limited to the specific form set forth herein, but on the contrary it is intended to cover such 
alternatives, modifications, and equivalents, as can be reasonably included within the spirit and 
scope of the invention. The preceding detailed description is, therefore, not to be taken in a 
limiting sense, and the scope of the present invention is defined only by the appended claims". 
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Since, applicant's claims contain broadly claimed subject matter, it clearly reads upon the 
examiner's interpretation of these actions. Therefore, the rejection is maintained. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1-4, 6, 28, 41-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Endo et al. 6,615,303 (Hereinafter Endo), as per office action dated 10/24/2004. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5, 7-27, 29-40, 44-46, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Endo in view of "Official Notice", as per office action dated 10/24/2004. 
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Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record (forms PTO-892 and applicant provided IDS cited arts) and 
not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Haresh Patel 
April 18, 2005 




